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REMARKS 

Claims 2 to 15, and 17 to 19 remain pending in the application. Claims 9 is presentiy 
amended to correct a typographical error. Claims 17-19 are amended as discussed below. 

The AppUcant submits that no new matter has been added by the present amendments. 

With respect to the rqecdon to the cWms 17 to 19 nnder 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, leconsideration 
by the Eitaminer is respectfidly requested on the following grounds. 

The Applicant hereby submits an amended mdependent claim 17 where "at least one of a) 
a daubed area occupying a position and b)" has been deleted. This amendment is believed to be 
responsive to the Examiner's 1 12 rejection. Amended claims 1 8 and 19 are also believed to be 
responsive to the Examiner's 1 1 2 rejection. 

The Office Action j&uther comprises a rejection of claims 2, 4-15 and 17-19 under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious 
over Simundc (US patent 5,401,024). 

It is submitted that "daubed areas forming a pattern" of claim 17 defines a different mode 
of designating a winning player than what is described by Simunek in US patent 5,401,024. 
Clearly, independent claim 17 and tfie claims dq)ending from it are therefore novel in view of 
Simunek. Reconsideration of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) is therefore respectfully 
requested. 

Now having regard to the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 10:i(a) over Simunek, it is submitted 
that, in claim 17, at least the limitation "bearing all designationsj" makes it dififerent from a bingo 
' game while at least the limitation "daubed areas forming a pjittem" makes it diiferent from a 
keno game. It is also noted that the present invention is diffsrent from a bingo game in that, 
contrary to a bingo game, there is no requirement for a designation to be limited to a given 
column. These elements were not discussed in the lajit Office Action and therefore 
reconsideration of the rejection of claims 2, 4-15 and 17-19 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) is 
respectfolly requested. 

The Office Action frirther comprises a rejection of cLiim 3 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable in view of Simunek (US patent 5,401,024) in view of Ratzkoff (US patent 
4,046,382). 

The limitation of claim 3 states "wherein one of said designations is duplicated on said 
card". The Office Action states that it is known in the art of bingo type games to have dupUcate 
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indicia on a card. The Applicant subnuts that the present inventit)Ti does not concern a bingo type 
game, since as stated earlier the designation positions are aot limited to given columns. 
Therefore, while the Office Action does not show any motivation or suggestion to do so, if a 
person skUled inihe art were to combine Ratzkoff with Siitiunek. he would not obtain the 
claimed invention. Furthermore, it is noted that in Simunek, the designations that are dupUcated, 
for example the 'T', are not all daubed when tfaey are selected. This is also a further difference 
between the prior art and ihe present invention. In view of these arguments, reconsideration of 
the rqjection of claim 3 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) is respectfully re«iuested. 

Claims 2 to 15, and 17 to 19 as presented above are believed to overcome the Examiner's 
rqections. It is submitted, fheiefcre, that the pending claims are in condition for allowance. 
Reconsideration of the Examiner's rqections is lespectfiiUy requested. Allowance of claims 2 to 
15, and 17 to 19 at an early date is solicited. 

In the event that there are any questions concerning this amendment or the ai^licalion in 
general, the Examiner is lespectfuUy urged to telephone the undersigned so that prosecution of 
this application may be expedited. 

Respectfully submitted. 

By. 

Gerald DUHAMEL et at. 
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Ends: - Page 3 of the hiterview Summary for teJephonic interview of December 1, 2005. 
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